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N.J.,  I.F.R.  397-421  Issued  August  1963 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

AGRICULTURAL  RESEARCH  SERVICE 

PESTICIDES  REGULATION  DIVISION 

NOTICES  OF  JUDGMENT  UNDER  THE  FEDERAL  INSECTICIDE, 
FUNGICIDE,  AND  RODENTICIDE  ACT 

Nos.  397-421 

The  following  notices  of  judgment  relate  to  cases  arising  in  the  United  States 
District  Courts  and  are  approved  for  puhlieation  as  provided  in  section  6  of  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (7  U.S.C.  135d). 

M.    R.    CXARKSON, 

Acting  Administrator. 
Washington,  D.C.,  May  29,  1983 

397.  Lack   of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "DRANO."    U.S.  v.  364  cases, 

more  or  less,  each  containing  twenty-four  12  ounce  cans,  of  "DRANO." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  of  the  product  under  bond 
for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act.  (IF.  &  R. 
No.  452.     I.D.  No.  41930.) 

The  product  "DRANO"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  and  its  label  failed  to  Beaf*  an  ingredient 
statement. 

On  June  12,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Maryland, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  364 
oases,  more  or  less,  each  containing  twenty-four  12  ounce  cans,  of  "DRANO,"  at 
Baltimore,  Md.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  30,  1962,  by  The  Drackett 
Products  Co.,  from  East  Stroudsburg,  Pa.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  label  borne  by 
the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage 
of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredi- 
ents in  the  product,  or  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

The  Drackett  Products  Co..  East  Stroudsburg,  Pa.,  claimed  ownership  of  the 
product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  it  into 
compliance  with  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  On 
October  8,  1962.  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered 
by  the  Court  that  the  product  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

398.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "PK  DEO-FECT  DEODORIZES 

AND  DISINFECTS."  U.S.  v.  720  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"PK  DEO-FECT  DEODORIZES  AND  DISINFECTS."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  and  the  product  delivered  to  Sacramento 
County  Jail.    id.F.  &  R.  No.  453.     I.D.  No.  41175.) 

The  product  "PK  DEO-FECT  DEODORIZES  AND  DISINFECTS"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  The 
product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  label  bore  false  and  misleading  statements. 

On  June  12.  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District  of 
California,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
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condemnation  and  confiscation  of  720  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"PK  DEO-FECT  DEODORIZES  AND  DISINFECTS"  at  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  December  18.  1961,  by  Chase  Products  Co.,  from  Broad- 
view, 111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"PK    DEO-FECT 

Deodorizes  and  Disinfects 

DEO-FECT  Germicidal  and  Deodorizer  is  a  powerful  germicidal — effective 
against  both  gram  positive  and  gram  negative  bacteria. 

DEO-FECT  effectively  controls  resistant  strains  of  staphylococci  ("Staph")  ; 
salmonella  typhosa  (Typhoid)  ;  shigella  paradysenteriae  (Dysentery)  ;  salmo- 
nella shottmuelleri  (food-poisoning)  ;  eschericia  coli  (Colon  infections)  ;  micro- 
coccus pyogenes  var.  aureus,  streptococcus  pyogenes,  mycobacterium  smegmatis. 
It  is  also  effective  against  fungi  such  as  trichophyton  interdigitale  (Molds  or 
Ringworm  or  Athlete's  foot) . 

DEO-FECT  is  an  excellent  deodorizer  and  chemically  destroys  odor  producing 
bacteria.    Reduces  hazards  of  airborne  infectious  viruses. 

Use  DEO-FECT  to  disinfect  surgical  instruments,  glass,  tile,  urinals,  toilet 
seats,  wash  bowls,  shower  stalls,  bath  fixtures,  telephones,  bed  frames,  and  springs, 
laundry  chutes,  door  knobs,  light  switches,  diaper  pails,  refuse  and  garbage  cans 
and  lockers. 

Use  DEO-FECT  to  sanitize  and  deodorize  meeting  rooms,  class  rooms,  churches, 
sick  rooms  and  restaurants. 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE 

Clean  object  to  be  sprayed  using  usual  cleansing  methods. 

As  a  germicidal  surface  spray,  hold  dispenser  upright  and  spray  6  to  8  inches 
from  surface  until  surface  is  wet.    Avoid  contamination  of  food  stuff. 

As  a  deodorizer  and  air  sanitizer,  hold  can  upright  and  point  valve  opening 
away  from  face.  Spray  upwards  into  corner  of  room  as  well  as  center  of  room, 
filling  room  with  mist. 


and  such  statements  were  false  and  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed  (1)  would  effectively  control  the  disease 
organisms  named  and  (2)  would  disinfect  the  articles,  surfaces  and  places  named, 
whereas,  the  product  when  used  as  directed  (1)  would  not  control  the  disease 
organisms  named  and  (2)  would  not  disinfect  the  articles,  surfaces  or  places 
named. 

On  November  28,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be 
delivered  to  the  Sacramento  County  Jail. 

399.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information,  and  misbranding  of 
"OLD  SCRATCH  CATTLE  &  HOG  OIL."  U.S.  v.  2  fifteen  gallon  drums, 
more  or  less,  and  1  thirty  gallon  drum  of  "OLD  SCRATCH  CATTLE  & 
HOG  OIL."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  under  bond. 
( I.F.  &  R.  No.  460.     I.D.  No.  397ST. ) 

The  product  "OLD  SCRATCH  CATTLE  &  HOG  OIL"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  The  labeling  of  the 
product  failed  to  bear  an  ingredient  statement,  adequate  directions  for  use,  a 
statement  giving  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person 
for  whom  manufactured,  or  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  con- 
tents of  the  containers. 

On  Jvdy  11,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of  Iowa, 
Davenport  Division,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying 
seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  2  fifteen  gallon  drums,  more  or  less, 
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and  1  thirty  gallon  drum  of  "OLD  SCRATCH  CATTLE  &  HOG  OIL"  at  Iowa 
City,  Iowa,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  3  and  September  15,  1961,  by  Sterenberg 
and  Son,  from  Sterling,  111.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act 
in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  per- 
centage of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert 
ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving 
the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary 
and  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  did  not  bear  a  label  giving  the  name 
and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for  whom  manufactured. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  label  for  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement 
of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  container. 

Sterenberg  and  Son,  Sterling,  111.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product,  requested 
its  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with  the  act, 
and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  January  2,  1963,  a 
consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  such  bond. 

400.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "CARSON'S  SCARLET  WOUND 

SPRAY."  U.S.  v.  140  six-ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "CARSON'S 
SCARLET  WOUND  SPRAY."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeit- 
ure, and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.   No.  465.     I.D.  No.  40625.) 

The  product  "CARSON'S  SCARLET  WOUND  SPRAY"  was  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination 
of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not  bear  an  in- 
gredient statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  July  17,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  Eastern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  140  six-ounce  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "CARSON'S  SCARLET 
WOUND  SPRAY,"  at  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an 
economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  May  17, 
1962,  by  Carson  Chemicals,  Inc.,  from  New  Castle,  Ind.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  its  labels  did 
not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active 
ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the 
product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each 
active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  October  9,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  condemna- 
tion, forfeiture,  and  destruction  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United 
States  Marshal  destroy  the  product. 

401.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "WILLIAMS  TOP  CROP  GETS- 

OATS  3"  and  'WILLIAMS  TOP  CROP  GETS-OATS  4."  U.S.  v.  551 
eightv-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "WILLIAMS  TOP  CROP  GETS- 
OATS  3"  and  60  eighty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "WILLIAMS  TOP 
CROP  GETS-OATS  4."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation,  and  release 
under  bond.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  466.     I.D.  Nos.  41258,  41259.) 

The  products  "WILLIAMS  TOP  CROP  GETS-OATS  3"  and  "WILLIAMS 
TOP  CROP  GETS-OATS  4"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  products  showed  that 
the  labels  borne  by  the  products  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  as  required 
by  the  act. 

On  July  18,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho.  Central 
Division,  acting  upon  a   report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,   filed   in   the 
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United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  551  eighty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "WILLIAMS  TOP  CROP 
GETS-OATS  3"  and  60  eighty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of  "WILLIAMS  TOP 
CROP  GETS-OATS  4",  at  Moscow,  Idaho,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  April  3,  5. 
14,  16,  17,  and  24,  1962,  by  Greenacres  Gypsum  Company,  Inc.,  from  Greenacres, 
Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percent- 
age of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name 
of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products. 

Williams,  Inc.,  Moscow,  Idaho,  claimed  ownership  of  the  products  and  re- 
quested their  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the  products  into 
compliance  with  the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree. 
On  January  24,  1963,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was 
ordered  that  the  products  be  released  to  the  claimant  under  bond. 

402.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding 
of  "STERI-FLEECE."  U.S.  v.  4  fifty-pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of 
"STERI-FLEECE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation  and  forfeiture,  and 
release  of  merchandise  to  the  Warden,  United  States  Penitentiary,  Mc- 
Neil Island,  Washington.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  462.     I.D.  No.  41260.) 

The  product  "STERI-FLEECE"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  In- 
secticide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  examination  of  the  product 
showed  that  the  labels  failed  to  bear  adequate  directions  for  use  or  an  ingredient 
statement. 

On  July  13,  1962.  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  Wash- 
ington, Northern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  4  fifty-pound  drums,  more  of  less,  of  "STERI-FLEECE,"  at 
Seattle,  Wash.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  March  6,  1962,  by  Calusa  Chemical 
Company.  Inc.,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of  the 
inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each  and 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  necessary 
and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  November  26,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  United  States  Marshal 
deliver  the  merchandise  to  the  Warden,  United  States  Penitentiary,  McNeil 
Island,  Washington,  for  use  by  said  Warden  as  he  best  deems  fit  at  said 
Penitentiary. 

103.  Lack  of  registration  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER."  U.S.  v.  5  one- 
hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  and  6  fiftv-pound  drums,  more  or 
less,  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  464.     I.D.  No.  42408.) 

The  product  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  16.  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of  North 
Carolina,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  5  one-hundred  pound  drums,  more  or  less,  and  6  fifty-pound  drums, 
more  or  less,  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER,"  at  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  alleging 
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that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate 
on  or  about  April  27,  April  30,  and  June  4,  1962,  by  Calusa  Chemical  Company, 
Inc.,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  August  15,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

404.  Lack  of  registration  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER."    U.S.  v.  one  drum, 

containing  150  pounds,  more  or  less,  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  463.     I.D.  No.  40917. ) 

The  product  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER"  was  not  registered  under  the  Fed- 
eral Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  July  18,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Nevada, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
one  drum,  containing  150  pounds,  more  or  less,  of  "STERI-FLEECE  POWDER," 
at  Las  Vegas,  Nev.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  April  27,  1962,  by  Calusa  Chemical 
Company,  Inc.,  from  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  August  31,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

405.  Lack   of   registration   of   "STERI-FLUFF   POWDER   ANTI-BACTERIAL 

FABRIC  SOFTENER."  U.S.  v.  4  fifty-pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of 
"STERI-FLUFF  POWDER  ANTI-BACTERIAL   FABRIC   SOFTENER." 

Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  475.     I.D.  No.  24453.) 

The  product  "STERI-FLUFF  POWDER  ANTI-BACTERIAL  FABRIC  SOFT- 
ENER" was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Roden- 
ticide Act. 

On  August  8,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Colorado, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
4  fifty-pound  drums,  more  or  less,  of  "STERI-FLUFF  POWDER  ANTI-BAC- 
TERIAL FABRIC  SOFTENER,"  at  Denver,  Colo.,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
April  5,  April  13,  and  June  5,  1962,  by  Calusa  Chemical  Company,  Inc.,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  October  19,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

406.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information  on  labels,  and  misbrand- 

ing of  "ALGI-CURE,"  and  "ALG  •  AWAY."  U.S.  v.  117  packages,  more 
or  less,  each  containing  nine  tablets,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "ALGI- 
CURE,"  500  circulars,  more  or  less,  bearing  the  statement  "ALGI-CURE 
UNCONDITIONALLY  GUARANTEED  FOR  A  CRYSTAL-CLEAR, 
ALGAE-FREE  AQUARIUM!",  63  three-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less,  of 
a  product  labeled  in  part,  "alg.  •  away",  and  500  circulars,  more  or  less, 
bearing  the  statement  "alg  •  away  FOR  A  BEAUTIFULLY  CLEAR 
GARDEN  POND."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     ( I.F.  &  R.  No.  476.     I.D.  Nos.  41539,  41540. ) 

The  products  "ALGI-CURE",  and  "ALG  •  AWAY"  were  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examination  of 
the  products  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  products  did 
not  bear  statements  of  net  weight  or  measures  of  contents  of  the  containers  or 
ingredient  statements  as  required  by  the  act. 
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On  August  7,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
.Missouri.  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
tiled  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  117  packages,  more  or  less,  each  containing  nine  tablets,  of 
a  product  labeled  in  part,"ALGI-CURE",  500  circulars,  more  or  less,  bearing  the 
statement  "ALGI-CURE  UNCONDITIONALLY  GUARANTEED  FOR  A  CRYS- 
TAL-CLEAR, ALGAE-FREE  AQUARIUM  !".  G3  three-ounce  bottles,  more  or  less, 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part,  "alg  •  away",  and  500  circulars,  more  or  less, 
bearing  the  statement  "alg  •  away  FOR  A  BEAUTIFULLY  CLEAR  GARDEN 
POND",  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons 
which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  3,  1062,  by  the  General 
Developments  Corp.,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It.  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  names  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name 
of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  on  their  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  state- 
ment of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  December  19,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be 
destroyed. 

407.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "BYE  BYE  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP."  U.S. 
v.  500  one-pint  plastic  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  380  one-half  pint  plastic 
bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "BYE  BYE  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  479. 
I.D.  No.  41718.) 

The  product  "BYE  BYE  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP"  was  represented  to  contain 
00.5%  Dimethyl  Dichlorovinyl  Phosphate  and  99.5%  inert  ingredients.  However, 
upon  examination  it  was  found  that  the  product  contained  no  dimethyl  dichloro- 
vinyl phosphate  (dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate)  and  more  than  99.5% 
inert  ingredients,  and  the  product  when  used  as  directed,  would  not  be  effective 
against  flies. 

On  September  10, 1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu- 
setts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  500  one-pint  plastic  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  380  one-half  pint  plastic  bottles, 
more  or  less,  of  "BYE  BYE  BRAND  FLY  SYRUP,"  at  Ipswich,  Mass.,  and 
alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported 
interstate  on  or  about  June  20,  1960,  by  Gardiner  Products,  from  Albany,  N.Y., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements  : 

"*     bye     * 
*     bye     * 
BRAND    * 
FLY 
SYRUP 
NEW 

FAST 

ACTING  *   *  * 

Active  Ingredients : 

Dimethyl  Dichlorovinyl  Phosphate 00.  5% 

Inert  ingredients 99.  5% 

100.  0% 
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DIRECTIONS 

Squeeze  out  thin  ribbons  of  BYE  BYE  fly  syrup  on  horizontal  or  verti- 
cal surfaces.  BYE  BYE  will  stick  to  surfaces  to  which  applied,  thereby 
minimizing  possibility  of  contaminating  areas  where  use  of  poisons 
should  be  avoided. 

When  applying  BYE  BYE  fly  syrup,  select  areas  where  houseflies 
usually  congregate,  such  as  sunny  areas  around  doors,  windows,  etc. 
Use  in  livestock  pens,  dairy  barns,  milk  rooms,  poultry  buildings,  and 
outdoors  around  restaurants,  loading  docks,  and  other  outdoor  areas 
with  severe  fly  problems." 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.5%  of  dimethyl  dichlorovinyl  phosphate  (dimethyl 
2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate)  and  99.5%  inert  ingredients  and  that  the  product, 
when  used  as  directed,  would  be  effective  against  flies ;  whereas,  the  product 
contained  no  dimethyl  dichlorovinyl  phosphate  (dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phos- 
phate) and  more  than  99.5%  inert  ingredients,  and  the  product  when  used  as 
directed,  would  not  be  effective  against  flies. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  strength  or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or 
quality  as  expressed  on  its  labeling,  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

"Active   ingredients :   Dimethyl   Dichlorovinyl   Phosphate        00.5%" 

and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  contained  0.5%  of  dimethyl 
dichlorovinyl  phosphate  (dimethyl  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate)  ;  whereas,  the 
product  contained  less  than  0.5%  of  dimethyl  dichlorovinyl  phosphate  ( dimethyl 
2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate ) . 

On  October  15,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 

408.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information  on  labels,  and  misbrand- 
ing of  "BARQUAT  OE  40"  and  lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of 
"ABBOTT  ALGAECIDE."  U.S.  v.  20  cartons,  more  or  less,  each  contain- 
ing 6  one-quart  containers  of  "BARQUAT  OE  40,"  and  16  one-quart 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "ABBOTT  ALGAECIDE."  Default  decree  of 
condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  473.  I.D.  No. 
41731.) 

The  products  "BARQUAT  OE  40"  and  "ABBOTT  ALGAECIDE"  were  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and 
an  examination  of  the  products  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers 
of  the  products  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  as  required  by  the  act.  The 
examination  further  showed  that  the  labels  for  the  product  "BARQUAT  OE  40" 
did  not  bear  statements  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  contents  of  the  containers ; 
directions  for  use ;  or  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or 
person  for  whom  manufactured. 

On  July  23, 1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachusetts, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  20 
cartons,  more  or  less,  each  containing  6  one-quart  containers,  of  "BARQUAT 
OE  40,"  and  16  one-quart  containers,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part, 
"ABBOTT  ALGAECIDE",  at  Norwood,  Mass.,  alleging  that  the  products  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  13, 
1962,  by  George  Mann  &  Company,  Inc.,  from  Providence,  R.I.,  in  violation  of  the 
act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  products  were  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  ingredient  statements  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  in- 
gredient statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  products. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "BARQUAT  OE  40"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for 
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use  which  are  necessary  and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of 
the  public. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "BARQUAT  OE  40"  was  in  violation 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure 
of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  "BARQUAT  OE  40"  was  in  violation 
of  the  act,  in  that  the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  state- 
ment of  the  name  and  address  of  the  manufacturer,  registrant,  or  person  for 
whom  manufactured. 

On  September  24,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of 
condemnation  and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products 
be  destroyed. 

409.  Lack  of  registration  of  "ALGIMASTER."    U.S.  v.  70  one-quart  plastic  bot- 

tles, more  or  less,  of  "ALGIMASTER."  Default  defree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  486.     I. D.  No.  40649.) 

The  product  "ALGIMASTER"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecti- 
cide, Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  October  3,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Western  District  of 
Tennessee,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  70  one-quart  plastic  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "ALGIMASTER"  at 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which 
had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  June  27,  1962,  by  Michigan  Chemi- 
cal Corporation,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  November  8,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

410.  Lack  of  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of  "FLY  CAKES." 

U.S.  v.  one  drum  containing  423  "FLY  CAKES,"  more  or  less.  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R.  No.  482. 
I.D.  No.  42301.) 

An  examination  of  the  product  "FLY  CAKES"  showed  that  the  labeling  borne 
by  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or 
measure  of  the  contents ;  a  statement  of  name,  brand,  or  trademark  under  which 
the  product  was  sold ;  an  ingredient  statement ;  or  adequate  directions  for  use. 

On  September  24,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New 
Mexico,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  one  drum  containing  423  "FLY  CAKES,"  more  or  less,  at  Portales,  New 
Mexico,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  24,  1962,  by  E.  Joseph  Cossman  and 
Company,  from  Hollywood,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of 
the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  container. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  the  labels  on  the  immediate  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of 
the  name,  brand,  or  trademark  under  which  the  product  was  sold. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  in  that  the  labels 
affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement 
giving  the  name  and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an 
ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  did  not  contain  directions  for  use  which  are  neces- 
sary and,  if  complied  with,  adequate  for  the  protection  of  the  public. 

On  October  25,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  destroyed. 
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411.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "KROMA-X  WITH  HEXACHLO- 
ROPHENE  BLEACH."  U.S.  v.  2C0  cases,  more  or  less,  each  containing 
24  eleven-ounce  containers  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "KROMA-X 
WITH  HEXACHLOROPHENE  BLEACH."  Consent  decree  of  condem- 
nation and  release  under  bond.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  484.     I.D.  No.  42047.) 

The  product  "KROMA-X  WITH  HEXACHLOROPHENE  BLEACH"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An 
examination  of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  borne  by  the  product  did  not 
bear  an  ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act ;  and  the  labeling  for  the 
product  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  misleading. 

On  October  3,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District  of 
Wisconsin,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the 
United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  con- 
fiscation of  200  cases,  more  or  less,  each  containing  24  eleven-ounce  containers 
of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "KROMA-X  WITH  HEXACHLOROPHENE 
BLEACH,"  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  August  16,  1962,  by 
the  Hilex  Company,  Inc.,  from  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name  and 
percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  or  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  names  of  each  of 
the  active  and  each  of  the  inert  ingredients  in  the  descending  order  of  the 
percentage  of  each  present  in  each  classification,  together  with  the  total  per- 
centage of  the  inert  ingredients. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  further  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

"*  *  * 

KROMA-X 

WITH  HEXACHLOROPHENE 

BLEACH 

*  *  * 

KEEPS  CLOTHES  Safe  for 

GERM  AND  ODOR  FREE  FINE 

FABRICS 
and  everything 
*  *  *  you  wash 

FOLLOW  DIRECTIONS 


WATER  TEMPERATURES 


COOL 

for 
WOOL 


WARM 

NYLON,  ORLON 

DACRON,  RAYON 

SILKS  and  BLENDS 


HOT 

WHITE  and 

FAST  COLORED 

Cottons,  Linens 


FOR  THOSE  EASY  BASIN 

WASHINGS— use  enough 

KROMA-X  to  give  you 

proper  suds. 

SUMMER  CLOTHES  .  .  . 

DELICATE  FABRICS  .  .  .  keep 

clothes  germ  and  odor  free  by 

using  KROMA-X 

every  time  you  wash. 


690-808—63- 
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WASHING  MACHINES 

AUTOMATIC  or  WRINGER 

Add  1  cup  KROMA-X  to 

your  regular  solution. 

BABY'S  DELICATE  THINGS 

Wash  as  above  to  help  keep 
Baby's  nice  things  FRESH 
ODORLESS,  GERM  FREE. 

TILE  and  PORCELAIN— SINKS- 
STOVES— REFRIGERATORS 
WALLS— WOODWORK  etc. 

Sprinkle  KROMA-X  on  damp 
cloth  and  go  over  all  surfaces. 

*  *  * 

KROMA-X  also  contains 

hexachlorophene  to 
help  keep  garments  fresh 

and  odorless  and  germ 
free.     Use  KROMA-X  for 
nylon,  orlon,  rayon,  wool, 
sheer  cottons,  fine  fabrics 

and  colors.     It  renews 

whiteness  and  brightness 

with  every  wash. 

Try  KROMA-X  for 

other  uses,  too,  for 

dishwashing  and  for 

washing  walls, 

woodwork  and  floors. 

KROMA-X  "with 

HEXACHLOROPHENE"— 

helps  to  protect  and 

lengthen  the  life  of 

fabrics — does  not  cause 

pinholding — does  not 

damage  washable  fabrics. 

APPRECIATED  USES  .  .  . 

KROMA-X— 1  cup  in 

your  bath  helps  insure 

added  cleanliness 

and  sanitation. 

Sick  room  linen  and 

uniforms  are  greatly 

benefited  by  KROMA-X 

to  help  keep  same 

odorless  and  germ  free. 

*  *  *» 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  keep  the  articles  and  surfaces 
listed  in  said  labeling  germ-free;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed, 
would  not  keep  the  articles  and  surfaces  listed  in  said  labeling  germ-free. 

The  Hilex  Company,  Inc.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.,  claimed  ownership  of  the  product, 
requested  its  release  under  bond  for  purpose  of  bringing  it  into  compliance  with 
the  act,  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  November  23, 
1962,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product 
be  released  to  the  claimant  under  such  bond,  for  purpose  of  relabeling. 
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412.  Misbranding  and  adulteration  of  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY  3-WAY  'SUGAR- 

BASE'  FLY  KILLER."  U.S.  v.  178  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less, 
of  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY  3-WAY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER."  Default 
decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  ( I.F.  &  R  No.  480. 
I.D.  No.  41279.) 

The  product  "FARNAM  DIE-FLY  3-WAY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER" 
was  misbranded  in  that  its  labeling  bore  statements  which  were  false  or  mislead- 
ing. The  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its 
labeling  bore  a  statement  that  the  product  contained  0.5%  of  0,0-dimethyl,  2,2- 
dichlorovinyl  phosphate;  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  0.5%  of 
0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

On  September  11,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Eastern  District 
of  Washington,  Northern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  178  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of 
"FARNAM  DIE-FLY  3-WAY  'SUGAR-BASE'  FLY  KILLER,"  at  Spokane, 
Wash.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been 
transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  17,  1962,  by  The  Farnam  Company,  from 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 

«*  *  * 
ACTIVE   INGREDIENT 

0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate 0.  5% 

INERT  INGREDIENTS 99.  5% 

TOTAL 100.0% 

*  *  *" 

and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  since  they  implied  or  represented 
that  the  product  contained  0.5%  of  0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and 
99.5%  of  inert  ingredients ;  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  0.5%  of 
0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate  and  more  than  99.5%  of  inert 
ingredients. 

The  product  was  adulterated  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  its  strength 
or  purity  fell  below  the  professed  standard  or  quality  as  expressed  on  its 
labeling,  since  its  labeling  bore  the  statement : 

«*  *  * 
ACTIVE  INGREDIENT 
0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate 0.5% 

*  *  *» 

and  such  statement  represented  that  the  product  contained  0.5%  of  0,0-dimethyl, 
2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate;  whereas,  the  product  contained  less  than  0.5%  of 
0,0-dimethyl,  2,2-dichlorovinyl  phosphate. 

On  November  16,  1962,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemna- 
tion and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered 
to  destroy  the  product. 

413.  Lack  of  registration  of  "ALGIMYCIN  '200'."    U.S.  v.  959  one-quart  bottles, 

more  or  less,  of  "ALGIMYCIN  '200' "  and  100  placards,  more  or  less,  bear- 
ing the  statement  "CLEAR  .  .  .  ALGAE-FREE  .  .  .  SWIMMING  POOL 
WATERS  WITH  ALGIMYCIN  '200'."  Consent  decree  of  condemnation 
and  release  under  bond.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  491.    I.D.  No.  40924.) 

The  product  "ALGIMYCIN  '200'"  was  not  registered  under  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  November  2,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Northern  District 
of  California,  Southern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture, filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for 
condemnation  and  confiscation  of  959  one-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  of 
"ALGIMYCIN  '200' "  and  100  placards,  more  or  less,  bearing  the  statement 
"CLEAR  .  .  .  ALGAE-FREE  .  .  .  SWIMMING  POOL  WATERS  WITH  AL- 
GIMYCIN '200' "  at  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was 
an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate,  on  or  about  August 
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28,  1962,  by  Great  Lakes  Biochemical  Company,  Inc.,  from  Milwaukee,  Wis., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Great  Lakes  Biochemical  Company,  Inc.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  registered  the 
product  under  protest,  and  claimed  ownership  of  the  product  and  requested 
its  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  con- 
demnation decree.  On  December  17,  1962,  a  consent  decree  of  condemnation 
was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  condemned  product  be  released  to 
the  claimant. 

414.  Misbranding  of  "NEW  TRAV'L-GARD  *  *  *  WITH  TRANSAN."  U.S.  v. 
116  twenty  cc  aerosols,  more  or  less,  of  "NEW  TRAV'L-GARD  *  *  * 
WITH  TRANSAN."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  500.     I.D.  No.  41793.) 

The  product  "NEW  TRAV'L-GARD  *  *  *  WITH  TRANSAN"  was  misbranded 
within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  when  used  as  directed  the  product  would 
not  disinfect  toilet  seats  and  would  not  kill  all  germs  on  public  toilet  seats. 

On  November  13,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Rhode 
Island,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of 
116  twenty  cc  aerosols,  more  or  less,  of  "NEW  TRAV'L-GARD  *  *  *  WITH 
TRANSAN,"  at  Cumberland,  R.I.,  and  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic 
poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  July  20,  1962,  by  The 
Town  Hill  Company,  Inc.,  from  Boston,  Mass.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the 
act  in  that  its  labeling  bore  the  statements : 
"FEEL         *  *  * 
SAFE 
IN  ANY 
PUBLIC 
RESTROOM 
new  Trav'1-Gard 


Effective  aerosol  spray  with  TRANSAN 


KILLS 

GERMS 

ON 

PUBLIC 

TOILET 

SEATS 

ON  CONTACT 

24  TO  35 

APPLICATIONS 
DRIES 
IN  SECONDS 
SAFE— EVEN 
FOR  INFANTS 
FITS  POCKET 
OR  PURSE 

Trav'1-Gard 

24-35  APPLICATIONS  WITH  TRANSAN 

Trav'1-Gard 

SPRAY  DISINFECTANT  FOR  TOILET  SEATS 

Trav'1-Gard 

CONTENTS  :  20  cc  WITH  TRANSAN 

Trav'1-Gard 

Directions :  Hold  container  about  12  inches  from  surface,  push  valve  until 
surface  to  be  sanitized  is  thoroughly  moist.  Sprayed  surface  will  dry  in 
seconds  and  is  ready  to  use.  Caution :  Avoid  contamination  of  food.  Spray 
only  on  surface  to  be  sanitized. 
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and  such  statements  were  false  or  misleading  in  that  they  implied  or  repre- 
sented that  the  product,  when  used  as  directed,  would  disinfect  toilet  seats  and 
kill  all  germs  on  public  toilet  seats ;  whereas,  the  product,  when  used  as  directed, 
would  not  disinfect  toilet  seats  and  would  not  kill  all  germs  on  public  toilet  seats. 
On  January  7,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  waa 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product. 

415.  Lack  of  registration  and  misbranding  of  "DARK  CREOSOTE  WOOD  PRE- 

SERVATIVE." U.S.  v.  35  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "DARK 
CREOSOTE  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  496.     I.D.  No.  40660.) 

The  product  "DARK  CREOSOTE  WOOD  PRESERVATIVE"  was  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  and  its 
label  failed  to  bear  an  ingredient  statement. 

On  November  6,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Southern  District  of 
Ohio,  Western  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation 
and  confiscation  of  35  one-gallon  cans,  more  or  less,  of  "DARK  CREOSOTE 
WOOD  PRESERVATIVE"  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  alleging  that  the  product 
was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about 
June  6,  1962,  by  M.  J.  Daly  Company,  Inc.,  from  Ludlow,  Ky.,  in  violation  of 
the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of. 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  label  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage  of 
the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient  state- 
ment giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name  of  each 
and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

On  February  25,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to  destroy 
the  product. 

416.  Lack  of  registration  of  "MAW  KIENOL  INSECTICIDE."    U.S.  v.  54  one- 

pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  42  one-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  12  one- 
half  gallon  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "MAW  KIENOL  INSECTICIDE." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  of  the  product  under  bond 
for  the  purpose  of  relabeling.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  470.     I.D.  No.  41238.) 

The  product  "MAW  KIENOL  INSECTICIDE"  was  not  registered  under  the 
Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  August  15,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  54 
one-pint  bottles,  more  or  less,  42  one-quart  bottles,  more  or  less,  and  12  one-half 
gallon  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  "MAW  KIENOL  INSECTICIDE"  at  Portland, 
Oreg.,  alleging  that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  trans- 
ported interstate  on  or  about  May  22,  1962,  by  Maw  Manufacturing  Company 
from  Santa  Monica,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

Maw  Manufacturing  Company  of  Santa  Monica,  Calif.,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product  and  requested  its  release  under  bond  pursuant  to  the  act  and  con- 
sented to  the  entry  of  a  condemnation  decree.  On  February  25,  1963,  a  decree 
of  condemnation  was  entered  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  product  be  released 
to  the  claimant  under  such  bond  for  the  purpose  of  relabeling. 

417.  Lack  of  registration  of  "AIRE  CHEMITRON  AIR-ALL-PURE."    U.S.  v. 

105  four-ounce  plastic  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part 
"AIRE  CHEMITRON  AIR-ALL-PURE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation, 
forfeiture,  and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  495.     I.D.  Nos.  41782,  41784.) 

The  product  "AIRE  CHEMITRON  AIR- ALL-PURE"  was  not  registered  under 
the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act. 
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On  October  29,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Massachu- 
setts, acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United 
States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation 
of  105  four-ounce  plastic  bottles,  more  or  less,  of  a  product  labeled  in  part  "AIRE 
CHEMITRON  AIR-ALL-PURE,"  at  Springfield,  Mass.,  and  alleging  that  the 
product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  August  13,  1962,  by  Uncle  Sam  Chemical  Co.,  Inc.,  from  New  York,  N.Y., 
in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

On  January  14,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation 
and  forfeiture  was  entered  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  ordered  to 
destroy  the  product. 

418.  Lack  of  registration,  lack  of  required  information,  and  misbranding  of 

"HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS."  U.S.  v.  177,  more  or 
less,  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  and  100  pamphlets, 
more  or  less,  bearing  the  statement  "HARI-KARI  MEANS  DEATH  TO 
PESTS  &  INSECTS."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and 
destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  490.     I.D.  No.  42205.) 

The  product  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  was  not  regis- 
tered under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act.  An  exam- 
ination of  the  product  showed  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the 
product  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  or  an 
ingredient  statement  as  required  by  the  act. 

On  October  IS.  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Idaho, 
Eastern  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in 
the  United  States  District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and 
confiscation  of  177,  more  or  less.  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  and  100  pamphlets,  more  or  less,  bearing  the  statement  "HARI-KARI 
MEANS  DEATH  TO  PESTS  &  INSECTS,"  at  Blackfoot,  Idaho,  alleging  that 
the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or 
about  August  22,  1962,  by  The  Neodane  Company,  from  Torrance,  Calif.,  in  viola- 
tion of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of  Agri- 
culture as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning 
of  the  act  in  that  its  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the  name 
and  percentage  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  total  percentage 
of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product,  or,  in  the  alternative,  an  ingredient 
statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the  name 
of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  product. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  product  failed  to  comply  with  the  provisions 
of  the  act  in  that  the  labels  affixed  to  the  containers  of  the  product  did  not 
bear  a  statement  of  the  net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers. 

On  February  1,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was 
ordered  to  destroy  the  product  and  pamphlets. 

419.  Lack  of  registration  of  "LILLY'S  ORGANIC  FEED  &  WEED  MORCROP." 

U.S.  v.  250  fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  and  85  twenty-five  pound  bags, 
more  or  less,  of  "LILLY'S  ORGANIC  FEED  &  WEED  MORCROP." 
Consent  decree  of  condemnation  and  release  to  claimant,  (I.F.  &  R.  No. 
492.     I.D.  No.  42229.) 

The  product  "LILLY'S  ORGANIC  FEED  &  WEED  MORCROP"  was  not 
registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act 

On  November  2,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  Oregon, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  250 
fifty-pound  bags,  more  or  less,  and  85  twentv-five  pound  bags,  more  or  less,  of 
"LILLY'S  ORGANIC  FEED  &  WEED  MORCROP,"  at  Portland,  Oregon,  alleg- 
ing that  the  product  was  an  economic  poison  which  had  been  transported  inter- 
state on  or  about  August  14,  and  August  28,  1962,  by  The  Charles  H.  Lilly 
Company,  from  Mount  Vernon,  Wash.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 
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It  was  alleged  that  the  product  was  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  under  section  4  of  the  act. 

The  Charles  H.  Lilly  Company,  Mount  Vernon,  Wash.,  claimed  ownership  of 
the  product,  requested  its  release  under  bond  for  the  purpose  of  bringing  the 
product  into  compliance  with  the  act  and  consented  to  the  entry  of  a  condemna- 
tion decree.  On  January  21,  1963,  a  decree  of  condemnation  was  entered  and  the 
product  was  released  to  the  claimant. 

420.  Misbranding  of  "NADCO  NON-SELECTIVE  AEROSOL  DISINFECTANT," 
and  "NADCO  AERO  SPICE  DEODORIZER  AIR  SANITIZER  GERMI- 
CIDE." U.S.  v.  140  fifteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "NADCO 
NON-SELECTIVE  AEROSOL  DISINFECTANT,"  and  152  fourteen-ounce 
containers,  more  or  less,  of  "NADCO  AERO  SPICE  DEODORIZER  AIR 
SANITIZER  GERMICIDE."  Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture, 
and  destruction.     (I.F.  &  R.  No.  444.     I.D.  Nos.  40584,  40585.) 

The  products  "NADCO  NON-SELECTIVE  AEROSOL  DISINFECTANT"  and 
"NADCO  AERO  SPICE  DEODORIZER  AIR  SANITIZER  GERMICIDE"  were 
misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and 
Rodenticide  Act  in  that  when  tested  the  products  were  found  to  be  ineffective  as 
disinfectant  or  germicide  for  the  uses  claimed  on  the  labels. 

On  May  17,  1962,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  Middle  District  of  Ten- 
nessee, Nashville  Division,  acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture, 
filed  in  the  United  States  District  Court,  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemna- 
tion and  confiscation  of  140  fifteen-ounce  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "NADCO 
NON-SELECTIVE  AEROSOL  DISINFECTANT,"  and  152  fourteen-ounce  con- 
tainers, more  or  less,  of  "NADCO  AERO  SPICE  DEODORIZER  AIR  SANI- 
TIZER GERMICIDE,"  at  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  alleging  that  the  articles  were 
economic  poisons  which  had  been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  February  9, 
1962,  by  James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc.,  from  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "NADCO  NON-SELECTIVE  AEROSOL  DIS- 
INFECTANT" was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in  that  the  label 
stated  in  part : 

"NADCO 

NON-SELECTIVE 

AEROSOL 

DISINFECTANT 

*   *   * 

A  CONCENTRATED  DISINFECTANT, 

DEODORANT,  BACTERICIDE 

A  SURFACE  GERMICIDE  .  .  . 

THE  MULTI-PURPOSE  DEODORIZER  •  GERMICIDE  •   SANITIZER   FOR 

HOSPITALS,  HOTELS,  INSTITUTIONS,   SCHOOLS,  OFFICES,  MOTELS, 

HOMES 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  GENERAL  USE: 

Spray  any  surface  suspected  of  harboring 
bacteria  until  damp.     Remove  excess  moisture 
with  a  clean  cloth.     Spray  wash  basins,  mirrors, 
telephones,  table  tops,  refuse  cans,  laundry 
chutes,  door  knobs,  laundry  carts,  toilet  seats, 
bed  frames,  bath  mats,  bath  tubs,  appliances, 
urinals,  emesis  dishes  and  other  objects  of 
general  use.     Remove  excess  with  clean,  dry 
or  damp  cloth. 

BATH  ROOMS  :  After  routine  cleaning  of  fixtures 
spray  this  Non-Selective  Disinfectant  on  toilet 
bowl,  seat,  lavatory,  tub  or  shower  stall. 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE  ON  INSTRUMENTS 
AND  EQUIPMENT  IN  HOSPITALS,  INDUSTRY, 
SURGERY,  DENTISTRY  AND  LABORATORY: 

Equipment :  Clean  articles  to  be  disinfected 
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thoroughly  by  usual  procedure.     Spray  with 
Non- Selective  Disinfectant.     Be  sure  surfaces 
are  damp  with  spray,  then  wipe  off  excess 
spray. 

Instruments:  Clean  instruments  post-operatively 
by  usual  procedure.     Spray  with  this  product 
and  wipe  off  excess  spray.     Sterilize  in  usual 
manner. 

DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE  IN  SICK-ROOMS  AND 
WARDS : 

Spray  freely  into  atmosphere.     Contaminated 
equipment  or  utensils  should  be  sprayed  di- 
rectly to  control  foul  odors.     Mattresses  and 
pillows  should  be  sprayed  lightly  for  de- 
odorizing.    Spray  freely  in  burn  or  cancer 
wards  to  control  odors.     Where  rooms  become 
"stuffy"  or  stale  odored  a  light  spraying  will 
"condition"  the  air  nicely.     Excellent  for  use 
in  laboratory  or  small  operating  rooms  for 
controlling  odors.     Should  be  used  daily  in  all 
bath  rooms  to  keep  air  freshly  deodorized.  *  *  *" 

whereas,  when  used  as  directed,  the  product  would  not  disinfect  equipment  and 
instruments  in  hospitals,  industry,  surgery,  dentistry  or  laboratory,  or  act  as  a 
germicide  to  disinfect  wash  basins,  mirrors,  telephones,  table  tops,  refuse  cans, 
laundry  chutes,  door  knobs,  laundry  carts,  toilet  seats,  bed  frames,  bath  mats, 
bath  tubs,  appliances,  urinals,  emesis  dishes  or  other  objects  of  general  use. 
It  was  alleged  that  the  product  "NADCO  AERO  SPICE  DEODORIZER  AIR 
SANITIZER  GERMICIDE"  was  misbranded  within  the  meaning  of  the  act  in 
that  the  label  stated  in  part : 

«*  *  * 

THE  GLYCOLIZED  MULTI-PURPOSE  DEODORIZER^GERMICIDE— SANI- 
TIZER FOR  HOSPITALS,  HOTELS.  INSTITUTIONS,  SCHOOLS,  OFFICES. 
MOTELS,  HOMES 

NADCO 
AERO  SPICE 

DEODORIZER 
AIR  SANITIZER 
GERMICIDE 
DIRECTIONS  FOR  USE  IN  THE  HOME 
BATHROOMS : 

After  routine  cleaning  of  fixtures  spray  this  DEO- 
DORIZER AIR-SANITIZER  on  toilet'bowl,  seat, 
lavatory,  tub,  or  shower  stall  thoroughly  to  disinfect. 

*  *  *» 

whereas,  when  used  as  directed,  the  product  would  not  disinfect  toilet  bowls, 
seats,  lavatories,  tubs,  or  shower  stalls,  and  it  would  not  act  as  an  effective 
germicide  for  spaces  and  surfaces  in  hospitals,  hotels,  institutions,  schools,  offices, 
motels,  and  homes. 

On  March  IS,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  default  decree  of  con- 
demnation and  forfeiture  was  entered,  and  the  United  States  Marshal  was  or- 
dered to  destroy  the  products. 

421.  Lack  of  registration  and  required  information  on  label  and  misbranding  of 
"HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS";  lack  of  registration  of 
"NEODANE  PELLETS"  and  "HARI-KARI  FLY  BAIT."  U.S.  v.  47,  more 
or  less,  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS";  12  cartons, 
more  or  less,  each  containing  12  packages  of  "NEODANE  PELLETS"; 
and  10  one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "HARI-KARI  FLY  BAIT." 
Default  decree  of  condemnation,  forfeiture,  and  destruction.  (I.F.  &  R. 
No.  399.     I.D.  Nos.  38154,  38155,  38157.) 

The  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  were  not  registered 
under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act,  and  an  examina- 
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tion  showed  that  the  labels  on  the  containers  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the 
net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  containers  and  an  ingredient  state- 
ment as  required  by  the  act.  The  products  "NEODANE  PELLETS"  and  "HARI- 
KARI  FLY  BAIT"  were  not  registered  under  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act. 

On  June  20,  1961,  the  United  States  Attorney  for  the  District  of  New  Mexico, 
acting  upon  a  report  by  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  filed  in  the  United  States 
District  Court  a  libel  praying  seizure  for  condemnation  and  confiscation  of  47, 
more  of  less,  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS";  12  cartons, 
more  or  less,  each  containing  12  packages  of  "NEODANE  PELLETS" ;  and  10 
one-pound  containers,  more  or  less,  of  "HARI-KARI  FLY  BAIT,"  at  Albuquer- 
que, N.  Mex.,  and  alleging  that  the  products  were  economic  poisons  which  had 
been  transported  interstate  on  or  about  May  9,  1961,  by  The  Neodane  Company, 
from  Torrance,  Calif.,  in  violation  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  products  were  not  registered  with  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  as  required  by  section  4  of  the  act. 

It  was  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING  UNITS"  were 
misbranded  in  that  their  labels  did  not  bear  an  ingredient  statement  giving  the 
name  and  percentage  of  each  of  the  active  ingredients,  together  with  the  total 
percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  units,  or  in  the  alternative,  an  ingre- 
dient statement  giving  the  name  of  each  active  ingredient,  together  with  the 
name  of  each  and  total  percentage  of  the  inert  ingredients,  in  the  units. 

It  was  further  alleged  that  the  "HARI-KARI  LINDANE  VAPORIZING 
UNITS"  were  in  violation  of  the  act  in  that  they  did  not  bear  a  statement  of  the 
net  weight  or  measure  of  the  contents  of  the  cartons. 

On  May  2,  1963,  no  claimant  having  appeared,  a  decree  of  condemnation  and 
forfeiture  was  entered,  and  it  was  ordered  that  the  products  be  destroyed. 
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N.J.  No. 
Abbott  Algaecide 

George  Mann  &  Co.,  Inc 408 

Aire  Chemitron  Air-All-Pure 
Uncle    Sam   Chemical  Co., 

Inc 417 

Alg.  Away 

General     Developments 

Corp 406 

Alg  .  Away  for  a  Beautifully 
Clear  Garden  Pond 
General  Developments 

Corp 406 

Algi-Cure 

G  e  n  er  a  1      Developments 

Corp 406 

Algi-Cure    Unconditionally 
Guaranteed    for    a    Crystal- 
Clear,   Algae-Free  Aquarium 
General  Developments 

Corp 406 

Algimaster 

Michigan  Chemical  Corp 409 

Algimycin  "200" 

Great    Lakes    Biochemical 

Co 413 

Barquat  OE  40 

George  Mann  &  Co.,  Inc 408 

Bye  Bye  Brand  Fly  Syrup 

Gardiner  Products 407 

Carson's  Scarlet  Wound  Spray 

Carson  Chemicals,  Inc 400 


N.J.  No. 


Clear  .  .  .  Algae-Free  .  .  .  Swim- 
ming Pool  Waters  with  Algi- 
mycin '200' 

Great    Lakes    Biochemical 

Co.,  Inc 413 

Dark  Creosote  Wood  Preserva- 
tive 

M.  J.  Daly  Co.,  Inc 415 

Drano 

The  Drackett  Products  Co_       397 
Farnam  Die-Fly  3-Way  'Sugar 
Base'  Fly  Killer 

The  Farnam  Co 412 

Fly  Cakes 

E.  Joseph  Cossman     Co 410 

Hari-Kari  Fly  Bait 

The  Neodane  Co 421 

Hari-Kari  Lindane  Vaporizing 
Unit 

The  Neodane  Co 421 

Hari-Kari  Lindane  Vaporizing 
Unit 

The  Neodane  Co 418 

Hari-Kari  Means  Death  to 
Pests  &  Insects 

The  Neodane  Co 418 

Kroma-X  with  Hexachloro- 
phene  Bleach 

Hilex  Co 411 
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N.J.  No. 
Lilly's  Organic  Feed   &  Weed 
Morcrop 
The  Charles  H.  Lilly  Co___      419 
Maw  Kienol  Insecticide 

Maw  Manufacturing  Co 416 

Nadco  Aero   Spice   Deodorizer 
Air  Sanitizer  Germicide 

James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc_      420 
Nadco     Non-Selective    Aerosol 
Disinfectant 
James  Varley  &  Sons,  Inc.      420 
Neodane  Pellets 

The  Neodane  Co 421 

New       Trav'1-Gard  *  *  *  with 
Transan 

The  Town  Hill  Co.,  Inc 414 

Old  Scratch  Cattle  &  Hog  Oil 

Sterenberg  and  Son 399 


N.J.  No. 
PK    Deo-Fect   Deodorizes   and 
Disinfects 

Chase  Products  Co 398 

Steri-Fleece 

Calusa  Chemical  Co.,  Inc 402 

Steri-Fleece  Powder 

Calusa  Chemical  Co.,  Inc__       403 
Steri-Fleece  Powder 

Calusa  Chemical  Co.,  Inc—      404 
Steri-Fluff    Powder    Anti-Bac- 
terial Fabric  Softener 

Calusa  Chemical  Co.,  Inc__      405 
Williams  Top  Crop  Gets-Oats  3 
Greenacres  Gypsum  Co., 

Inc 401 

Williams  Top  Crop  Gets-Oats  4 
Greenacres  Gypsum  Co., 

Inc 401 
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